PROPOSED FUNDING FORMULA PROGRAM COST COMPARED TO 2007-2008 OPERATING BUDGET PROGRAM COST PLUS EMERGENCY SUPPLEMENTAL
Roswell, NM: Group 1
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|DISTRICT CALCULATOR 2007-D8

1 - Choose District (Use Pull-Down Menu Below)

ARTESIA
User Input Cost Factors
Parcont Poercont Percent Enroliment | Enrollment L
FreeMeduced | English | Special H' e | Gharein | Sharein T: “’Lﬁ‘""‘:“
Lunch Learners | Education -y Grades 6-8 | Gradea 9-12 Gt
|I..Il-nr Inpul Cosl Factor Values 47 5% 5O% 16.0% 17.05% 22.4% 28.5% AR36
Cosl Faclors
Student Neads Grade Composition Scale
Percent Percent Percent Enrolimant | Enrollment
Free/Reduced | English | Special ;":i;"' Sharein | Sharein |=nroiment-) Enroliment:
Lunch Learners | Education el Gradoes 6-8 | Grades 9-12 . .
Coellicients 0.375 0.094 1.723 0190 021 0608 .575 0.079
Translormed Demographic Values 1.475 | 1o | 1160 | 1370 [ 1724 | 1285 | 3536 | D.BGE+#H
Individual Formula Adjustments 1.157 [ 1008 | 1201 ] 1030 | ‘oo08 [ op8y T 1.000
Combined Student Needs Adjustment 1.548
Combined Grade Composition Adjustment 0979
Combined Scale Adjustment 1.000
Overall Adjustment (Combined Student Needs/ 1515
Grade Composition/Scale) 3
Base Per-Pupil Cost 85,106
Initial Sulficient Per-Pupil Cosat 57735
IS0 Formula Adjustment 1.017
Final Projected Sullicient Per-Pupil Cost 57,865
Final Projected Suflicient Total Cost $27.810,605
Actual Program Cost £24.978.009
Emergency Supplemental 50
Total Marginal Sufficiency Cost
(Equals Final Projected Sufficient Total Cost -
Actual Program Cost - S
Emergency Supplemental)
Hold-Harmiess Projected Sulficient Total Cost $27.810,605
Percent Ditterence Between Actual Program
CosUEmergency Supplemental and Hold-Harmloss 113%

Projected Sufficient Total Cost




IDBTRIGT CALCULATOR 2007-08

1 - Choose District (Use Pull-Down Menu Below)

CLOVIS
User Input Cost Factors
Percent Percent Percent Enrolimant | Enrollment Hh
FreeReduced | English | Special | I e “‘““’Ir“ Sharein | Sharein |'0M Disticy
Lunch Leamers | Education Grades 6-8 | Gradea §-12
{User Input Cost Factor Values 63.1% 10.6% 16.0% 26.6% 21.6% PH.7% 8135
Cost Factors
Sludent Needs Grade Composition Scale
Parcent Percent Percent Enroliment | Enrollment
Freeeduced | English | Special | "™ | Shargin | Sharein E“E“““" sy el
Lunch Learners | Education Ty Grades 6-8 | Grados 9-12 o i
Coetlicients 0.375 0004 1.723 0180 0291 0.608 -0.575 0.0 5
Transformed Demographic Values 1.631 | 11086 1.160 1286 | 126 | 1282 | B139 | 1.63.E+35
Individual Formula Adjustments 1201 [ 1010 1.261 146 | 0896 | ooen | 0.934
Combined Student Needs Adjustment 1.638
Combined Grade Composition Adjustment 0.976
Combined Scale Adjustment 0.934
Overall Adjustment (Combined Student Needs/ 1,493
Grade Composition/Scale) "
Base Per-Pupil Cost 55106
Initial Sufficiont Por-Pupil Cost s7.621
150 Formula Adjustment 1.000
Final Projected Sufficient Per-Pupil Cost 7621
Final Projected Sufficient Total Cost $82.023 431
Actual Program Cost 550,766,104
Emargency Supplemental 30
Total Marginal Sutficiency Cost
(Equals Final Projected Sufficiont Tolal Cost -
Actual Program Cost - Sit=ol
Emergency Supplemental)
Hold-Harmiess Projected Sufficient Total Cost $52.023,431
Percent Difference Between Actual Frogram
CostEmergency Supplemental and Hold-Harmiless 22.2%

Projected Sufficient Total Cost




|DISTRICT CALCULATOR 2007-08

1 - Choose District (Use Pull-Down Menu Below)

HOBBS
User Input Cost Faclors
Percent Percent Percent Porait Enrolimant | Enrollment Tola! Districd
FreeMeduced | English | Special | /o0 Sharein | Shareln |28 08T
Lunch Learners | Education s Grades 6-8 | Gradea 9-12
{Usar Input Cost Factor Values 58.0% 22 2% 16.0% 2. 7% 23.1% 27 6% 7750
Cost Factors
Studont Noods Grade Composition Scale
Percent Percent Percant Pacian Enrcliment | Enroliment Enroliment- | Envolt "
Free/Reduced | English Special | o Sharo in Share in i i gfdm; '
Lunch Leamers | Educalion b Grades 6-8 | Grades 9-12 g ki
Coeflicients 0375 0034 1723 0.180 02531 0608 0.575 0.029
Transformed Demographic Values 1.560 | 12ee T 1460 | 1277 | 1231 | 1276 | 77495 | B.76E+34
Individual Formula Adjustments 1.190 1o ] 1200 ] 1048 T 0mee [ 0o7r ] 0.936
Combined Student Needs Adjustment 1.641
Combined Grade Composition Adjustmant 0.976
Combined Scale Adjustmant 0.936
Overall Adjustment (Combined Student Needs/ 1.500
Grade Composition/Scale) 1
Base Per-Pupil Cost $5.106
Initial Sutficient Per-Pupil Cost $7.658
150 Formula Adjustmant 1.000
Final Projected Sutficient Per-Pupil Cast 57,658
Final Projected Sulficient Total Cost $50 348 563
Actual Program Cost S47.516,181
Emergency Supplemental 30
Total Marginal Sufficiency Cost
(Equals Final Projected Sutficient Total Cost - 382
Actunl Program Cost - $11.8%0
Emergency Supplomental)
Hold-Harmiless Projected Sufficient Total Coat 550,346 563
Percent Difference Detween Actual Program
CostUEmergency Supplemental and Hold-Harmiess 24.9%

Projected Sulficient Total Cost




|DISTRICT CALCULATOR 2007-08 |

1 - Chooso District (Use Pull-Down Menu Below)
LOVINGTON
User Input Cost Factors
Percent Percent Percent Enroliment | Enroliment g
FreeReduced | English | Special :m“' Sharein | Sharoin |"OM ﬁ‘“:‘l’"
Lunch Learners | Education o Grades 6-8 | Grades 9-12 sgide
|User Input Cost Factor Valuas 59.6% 17.3% 16.0% 18.1% 22.4% 25.6% 3030
Cost Factors
Student Needs Grade Composibion Scale
Percant Percent Percent Enroliment | Enrolimant
FreeMeduced | English | Special | "™ | Sharoin | Sharein gk el it
Lunch Leamars | Education tY Grades 6-8 | Grades 9-12 i
CoeHicients 0375 0.094 1723 0150 0.291 0608 .575 0.024
Transformed Demographic Values 1.596 | 1473 | 1460 | 1481 | 1224 [ 1256 | 35090 | BADE+2T
Individual Formula Adjustmants 1.102 [ am&= ] a2er [ e T oe97 [ osesl ] 1.017
Combined Student Heeds Adjustment 1.612
Combined Grade Composition Adjustment 0.966
Combined Scale Adjustment 1.017
Overall Adjustment (Combined Student Needs/ 1.583
Grade Composition/Scala) '
Basa Par-Pupil Cogt 55,108
Initial Sulficient Per-Pupil Cost 58.0B5
IS0 Formula Adjustment 1.000
Final Projoctod Sufficient Per-Pupil Cost $8.085
Final Projected Sufficient Total Cost $24.497 478
Actual Program Cost 521,804,208
Emergency Supplemantal 50
Total Marginal Sufliciency Gost
{Equala Final Projected Sulficient Tolal Cost -
Actual Program Cosl - e
Emergency Supplemental)
Hold-Harmiess Projected Sufficient Total Cost 524,407 478
Percent Difference Between Actual Program
CostEmergency Supplemental and Hold-Harmless 12.4%
Projectod Sufficient Total Cost




IDIS'.I RICT CALCULATOR 2007-03 I

1 - Choose District (Use Pull-Down Menu Below)

PORTALES
Usar Inpul Cost Factors
Percent Percent Percent Enroliment | Enrcliment :
FreaMeduced | English | Special m' ";:':_: Sharein | Sharoin |T0%! ::r':'"';'"
Lunch Learners | Education Grades 6-8 | Grades 9-12 | =""°N™eN
|U“l‘ Inpul Cosl Factor Values BE. 4% 6.9% 160.0% 2065 23.3% 25.5% 2832
Cost Factors
Student Needs Grado Composition Scale
Percent Percent Percent Enroliment | Enraliment
FreeReduced | English | Special :‘i’;ﬁ':: Sherein | Sharein |="ronmentt) Enroliment:
Lunch Learners | Education Grades 6-8 | Grados 912 7 e
Coetficients 0375 0054 1.723 0154} 0.291 0608 0.575 0.029
Transformed Demographic Values 1.684 | 1088 [ 1960 | 1208 | 1233 [ 1255 | 2832 | 2.75.E+27
{individual Formula Adjustments 1216 [ 1006 ) 1291 ] 10368 [ wpoo ] oeer ] 1.025
Combined Student Needs Adjustment 1.637
Combined Grade Composition Adjustment 0.967
Combined Scale Adjustment 1.025
Overall Adjustment (Combined Studant Needs/ 1623
Grade Composition/Scale) :
Base Per-Pupil Cost 55,106
Initial Sufficient Per-Pupil Cost $8.289
150 Formula Adjustment 1.000
Final Projected Sulficient Per-Pupil Cost $8.289
Final Projectad Sufficient Total Cost $23.473,056
Actunl Program Cost 519,432 085
Emargency Supplemental 50
Total Marginal Sufficiency Cost
(Equals Final Projected Sulficient Total Cost -
Actual Program Cost - b
Emergency Supplemantal)
Hold-Harmless Projected Sufficient Tolal Cost $23.473 058
Percent Difference Between Actual Program
CostEmergency Supplemental and Hold-Harmiess 20.68%

Projected Sufficient Total Cost




[DISTRICT CALCULATOR 200708

1 - Choose District (Use Pull-Down Menu Below)

ROSWELL
Usar Input Cost Factors
Percent Percent Percent p Enroliment | Enrollment
FreaMeduced | English Special Mobili : Share in Share in T:rr::ﬁhm:u
Lunch Learners | Education ek Grades 6-8 | Grades 9-12 i
|User Input Cost Factor Values £9.6% 10.5% 16.0% 26.6% 27.0% 28.9% 1t
Cost Factors
Student Needs Grade Composition Scale
Parcoent Percent Percent Pt Enroliment | Enrollment Enrof t | Enroi -
FreeMeduced | English | Spocial | IS0 | Sharein | Share in il ol d""’t’.' i
Lunch Learners | Education Grades 6-8 | Grades 9-12 e
Coelficients 0375 0.094 1.723 0,190 0261 D608 0575 0.029
Transformed Demographic Values 1.696 106 | 1960 | 1286 | 120 | 1288 | 02075 | 1.B2.E436
Individual Formula Adjustments 1219 1009 j 1291 | 1048 | 0887y | onsax ] 0.927
Combined Student Needs Adjustment 1.662
Combined Grade Composition Adjustment 0.980
Combinod Scale Adjustment 0.927
Owarall Adjustment (Combined Student Neods! 1510
Grade Composition/Scala) :
Baso Per-Pupil Cost 55,108
Initial Sufficient Par-Pupil Cost $7.709
50 Formula Adjustment 1.000
Final Projected Sufficient Per-Pupil Cost $7.709
Final Projected Sufficient Total Cost $71.675.849
Actunl Program Cost §62.409,100
Emergency Supplomental 50
Totl Marginal Sulliciency Cost
(Equals Final Projected Sulficient Tolal Cost -
Actual Program Cost - e
Emergency Supplemental)
[Hold-Harmfess Projected Sufficient Tolal Cost ST1.675 840
Parcent Diflerence Between Aciual Program
CosVEmergency Supplemental and Hold-Harmless 14.9%

Projected Sufficient Total Cost




IDISTFIH:T CALCULATOR 2007-08

1 - Choose District (Use Puli-Down Menu Bolow)

RUIDOS0
User Input Cost Faclors
Percent Percent Paorcent Enroliment | Enrollment
FreeReduced | English | Special “' "n';_‘l‘i“‘ Sharein | Sharein Tg‘ﬁ?‘“"f“
Lunch Learners | Education hd Grades 6-8 | Grades 9-12 | =70 en
|User Input Cosl Faclor Values 57.4% 11.1% 16.0% 72.0% 25.0% 28.8% P7R2
Cost Faclors
Student Needs Grade Composition Scalo
Percant Percent Percent Parodat Enrcllment | Enrollment Enroll 1- | EnroM .
FreeReduced | English Spocial Mobility Share in Shara in “:j‘ men mﬁ
Lunch Learmners | Education Grados 6-8 | Gradea 912 o~ Sadruie
Coetlicients 0375 0_094 1.723 0.190 021 0608 0.575 0.025
Transfermed Demographic Values 1574 I 1411 ] 1ae0 | 1220 | 1250 |  1.288 2282 | B.32.E+25
Individual Formula Adjustments 1.186 oo u2ete ] 1088 '] 1004 [ 0983 1.053
Combined Student Neods Adjustment 1.606
Combined Grade Composition Adjustment 0.986
Combined Scale Adjustment 1.053
Overall Adjustment (Combined Studant Needs/ 1,668
Grade Compositon/Scala) d
Base Per-Pupil Cost $5.106
Initial Sutficient Per-Pupil Cost S8.517
I50 Formula Adjustment 1.046
Final Projected Sufficient Per-Pupil Cost 58,911
Final Projecled Sulficient Tolal Cost $20,335.020
Actual Program Cost £17.671.965
Emargency Supplemental 50
Total Marginal Sufficiency Cost
(Equals Final Projoctod Sufficient Total Cost -
Actual Program Cost - $2,663,054
Emergency Supplemen tal)
Hold-Harmiess Projected Sulflicient Total Cost 520,335,020
Percent Diference Between Actual Program
CostEmergency Supplemental and Hold-Harmless 15.1%

Projected Sufficient Total Cost
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Dianna J. Duran
Lynda M. Lovejoy
Mary Kay Papen
John Pinto
William E. Sharer

D. Pauline Rindone, Ph.D., Director
Frances R. Maestas, Deputy Director

May 7, 2008

MEMORANDUM

TO: Legislative Education Study Committee

D. Pauline Rindone Q('P’y

PROPOSED FUNDING FORMULA DISCUSSIONS

FR

g

The agenda for the May LESC meeting includes proposed funding formula calculations of
school districts, including committee and group discussions. For your information, attached are
the guidelines and questions that were sent to public school district superintendents to facilitate
discussions with the committee regarding the impact of the proposed funding formula on school
district operations.



State of New Mexico

LEGISLATIVE EDUCATION STUDY COMMITTEE

REPRESENTATIVES State Capitol North, 325 Don Gaspar, Suite 200
Rick Miera, Chair Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501
Roberto “Bobby” J. Gonzales PH: (505) 986-4591 FAX: (505) 986-4338
Jimmie C. Hall http:/llegis.state.nm.usl/lIcs/lesc/lescdefault.asp
Mimi Stewart —

Thomas E. Swisstack
W. C. “Dub” Williams

ADVISORY

Ray Begaye

Nathan P. Cote

Nora Espinoza

Mary Helen Garcia
Thomas A. Garcia
Dianne Miller Hamilton
John A. Heaton
Rhonda 8. King

Sheryl M. Williams Stapleton
Jim R. Tryjillo

Teresa A. Zanetti

May 7, 2008

MEMORANDUM

TO: Public School District Superintendents
FR: D. Pauline Rindone C"‘)/)’
RE: PROPOSED FUNDING FORMULA DISCUSSIONS

SENATORS

Cynthia Nava, Vice Chair
Vernon D. Asbhill

Mary Jane M. Garcia
Gay G. Kernan

ADVISORY

Mark Boitano
Carlos R. Cisneros
Dianna J. Duran
Lynda M. Lovejoy
Mary Kay Papen
John Pinto
William E. Sharer

D. Pauline Rindone, Ph.D., Director
Frances R. Maestas, Deputy Director

You recently received a memorandum from the Legislative Education Study Committee (LESC)
inviting you to work with the committee to examine the potential impact of the new public
school funding formula that was proposed during the 2008 legislative session. You should have
already received a copy of the LESC agenda for the May meeting that indicates your assigned

group.

At the May LESC meeting, LESC staff will present your district’s calculator and you will
discuss with the committee how the proposed funding formula would affect your school district’s
operation to accommodate the needs of your students, as well as other issues related to the
proposed funding formula. Hard copies of the calculators for the districts in your group will be

available for reference and discussion.

In order to facilitate the discussions, LESC staff, with the assistance of the Public Education
Department, have prepared the following questions, which will also be provided to the
committee. The questions are a guide to assist you in preparing for your discussions with the
committee. We understand that you may or may not be able to have complete answers to some
of these questions prior to the meeting; however, it is important that we receive written responses
to these questions from each of you. If you are not able to respond immediately, please send a
copy of your responses to me as soon as you are able to gather the information.



Programs and Services:

1. How will the implementation of the proposed funding formula affect your district’s
program cost?

2.  How will the implementation of the proposed funding formula impact the educational
programs and student services provided by your district?

a) Educational Programs:

b) Student Services:

3. Will your district use the additional funding resulting from the implementation of the
proposed funding formula to reduce class size? If so, what grades, and how many
classrooms would be affected?

4.  What other changes might your district consider as a result of additional funding?

5.  How will your district ensure that it provides all of the following educational programs and
services as required in the funding formula bill, as amended, during the session?

e bilingual and multicultural education, including culturally relevant learning
environments, educational opportunities, and culturally relevant instructional materials;

¢ health and wellness, including physical education, athletics, nutrition, and health

education;

career-technical education;

visual and performing arts and music;

gifted education, advanced placement, and honors programs;

special education; and

distance education.



6. To the best of your ability at this time, please fill in the table below to identify the
additional state-funded FTE that your district would be able to provide as a result of the
implementation of the proposed funding formula:

Personnel

Elementary

Middle

High

Current
FTE

Proposed
FTE

Teachers

Principals

Counselors

Nurses

Physical Education Teachers

Art and Music Teachers

Social Workers

Librarians

Advanced Placement
Teachers

Gifted Education

Intervention Specialists

Bilingual Education

Educational Assistants

Special Education Teachers
(excluding gifted)

Ancillary and Support Staff

Maintenance and Operations
Staff (including custodians)

Data Entry Clerks

Other Central Office Staff

Other School-based Staff




Staff Salaries:

The proposed funding formula would replace the current Training and Experience (T&E) Index
with the Index of Staff Qualifications (ISQ). Although both indexes are designed to distribute
additional funding to districts and charter schools based on the composition of their instructional
staff, they are not identical:

o The T&E calculation is based on years of service and academic degrees for all instructional
staff but does not reflect the three-tiered licensure system for teachers.

o The ISQ calculation recognizes not only experience and academic degrees but also licensure
levels. It was calibrated on the average teacher salaries for each of the three levels and
distributes additional dollars based on the proportion of teachers in each of those levels. In
addition, there is a second calculation for those instructional staff, such as counselors, who
are not included in the three-tiered system. Because the base per-student cost upon which
the proposed formula is based already reflects the average salary by personnel category in
the average district, the ISQ is applied only to salary costs in a district or charter school that
are beyond the average.

7.  If you have calculated your district’s ISQ using the most recent matrices in the bill (see
attachment), how would this factor impact funding for your district?

Special Education:

8.  Currently, how many students in your district have been identified as in need of special
education, and what percentage of your district’s enrollment does this number represent?
(Do not include gifted students.)

Number: Percentage: %

9.  How will the proposed funding formula’s utilization of a fixed special education
identification rate of 16 percent impact special education funding for your district?



Gifted Education:

10.

11.

Currently, how many students in your district have been identified as gifted, and what
percentage of your district’s enrollment does this number represent?

Number: Percentage: %

Even though the bill as amended during the session does not require districts to consider
students that have been identified as gifted to be in need of special education, it does
require that these students be served. How will your district specifically address the needs
of students identified as gifted?

Revenue Sources for Implementation:

12.

What revenue sources for the additional dollars needed to reach sufficiency would your
district support?

Potential Problems:

13.

14.

15.

XC:

What problems, if any, does your district anticipdte will arise from the implementation of
the proposed funding formula?

What problems, if any, does your district anticipate will arise if the proposed funding
formula is not implemented?

Please feel free to identify any other issues that have not been addressed in these questions
that you feel the committee should be aware of.

Legislative Education Study Committee
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